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July 10:
I, too, would very much like to see us com-

plete the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act.

July 25, 2000:
We will keep trying to find a way to go

back to this legislation this year and get it
completed.

The fact is, for the first time in 35
years we do not have a reauthorization
of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act. That is against the back-
ground, Mr. President, of what is hap-
pening out there across this country
and what young children are doing.

We have challenges in our education
system. Here is a chart: ‘‘More Stu-
dents are Taking the SAT.’’ That test,
by and large, is necessary to gain en-
trance into the colleges; not virtually
unanimous, but by and large it is re-
quired. Look at what has happened
since 1980, when 33 percent of the chil-
dren took it: 36 percent in 1985; 40 per-
cent in 1990; 42 percent in 1995; and now
in 2000, it is 44 percent.

This is a reflection of the attitude of
children in our high schools. The per-
centage of children taking the SATs is
going up significantly. The children
want to take those tests. They under-
stand the significance of the SAT and
the importance of a college education.
The SAT test is demanding. It is hard.
It is difficult. Children have to work
extremely long hours to prepare for
these SATs. The increasing numbers of
students taking the SAT is a clear in-
dication from the children of this coun-
try that they are serious about edu-
cation and they want to be able to try
to improve their academic achieve-
ment.

Not only do we see their willingness
to take the most strenuous of tests,
which are the SATs, but they are also
willing to take the advanced courses in
math and science, probably the most
difficult courses in our high school.

We see what has been happening in
precalculus: In 1990, 31 percent of stu-
dents enrolled in precalculus; in 2000, 44
percent did. In calculus, the rate in-
creased from 19 percent to 24 percent.
In physics, 44 percent to 49 percent.
These are the percentage increases of
students who are taking the advanced
courses in these subject matters—all
on the rise. The number of children
who are taking the SAT tests is on the
rise.

Let’s take a look at the results. We
have now more children taking the
SAT tests. They are taking more de-
manding courses. What have been the
results? We see across the board, going
back from 1972 and 1975, 1980, the con-
stant downward movement in terms of
results. What we have been seeing since
1990 is the gradual, slow—and I admit
it has been slow, but it is going in one
direction, and that is up. There has
been an improvement in SAT math
scores and they are now the highest in
30 years. More kids are taking them,
more kids are doing better. That is
true across the board in terms of males
as well as females.

We have challenges in our education
system. This is a reflection on what is
happening generally across the coun-
try. These are the matters the Vice
President has talked about, how he
wants to strengthen those.

Now we see what has been happening
in the State of Texas. We saw what is
happening generally across the coun-
try, that all the indicators are going
up. Here we have Texas, falling far
below the national average on the SAT
scores from 1997 to the year 2000.

I brought this up to the Senate floor
last week, and a lot of my colleagues
were dismissive. But let’s look at this.
This is the national test, the SAT.
These are not homegrown tests in
Texas and homegrown tests in Massa-
chusetts, homegrown in other States.
The SAT is a national standardized
test. I will come back to that in a
minute.

These are the national averages for
the SAT test. Notice the national aver-
age total scores since 1997 has gone up.
That, I think, is a clear indication that
the children, working harder, taking
more challenging courses, have a great-
er desire, more of them, to go on to the
schools and colleges. It is a very defi-
nite upward swing, although not great
in terms of the total numbers. All of us
want these higher. However, the fact
remains that progress has been made
and the national average is going up.

But not, Mr. President, in the State
of Texas. From 1999 to the year 2000, we
have seen it flatten out. Going back to
1997, scores have declined; Texas scores
have gone down. It is also interesting
that Texas scores are well below the
national average in the SATs.

I think this is a pretty fair indication
about the facts in the State of Texas.
With all respect, I am not getting into
criticizing the Governor or com-
menting on his desire to try to do bet-
ter. But I do think that when he talks
about it and he claims how well Texas
is doing, it is fair enough to look at the
facts and examine whether this is so.
We have this as a result of these Scho-
lastic Aptitude Tests that show Texas
is well below the national average, and
under Governor Bush it hasn’t im-
proved on the national average in the
last several years, at least while he has
been Governor.

These are the earlier facts. Then we
have the blockbuster report, the Rand
Commission report, which basically
sustains that argument that the
schools may not have been making as
large of improvements as claimed. It
has been an important indictment of
what has been happening on education
in the State of Texas.

Mr. REID. Could I ask the Senator
from Massachusetts to yield while we
do a unanimous consent request, and
the Senator as part of the request
would retain the floor?

Mr. KENNEDY. I am glad to.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without

objection, it is so ordered.
The Senator from Alaska.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—H.R. 4811

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask
consent that following statements by
Senator KENNEDY and Senator BAUCUS
ongoing now, the Senate proceed to the
conference report to accompany the
foreign operations appropriations bill,
that it be considered as having been
read, and time be limited to the fol-
lowing: 1 hour equally divided between
Senators MCCONNELL and LEAHY or
their designees, 10 minutes equally di-
vided between myself and Senator
BYRD or our designees, and 30 minutes
under the control of Senator GRAHAM
of Florida. I further ask unanimous
consent that following the use or yield-
ing back of time, the Senate proceed to
vote on the adoption of the conference
report without any intervening action.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, it is my under-
standing there is already scheduled a
4:30 vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct.

Mr. REID. If this debate is not com-
pleted prior to that time, we will have
to complete it after that vote is taken?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct.

Mr. STEVENS. That is my under-
standing, too.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. STEVENS. I thank Senator KEN-
NEDY.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts is recognized.

f

EDUCATION TEST SCORES

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I was
just pointing out that we have this ex-
traordinary report. I have it in my
hand. It is the October 24, 2000 Rand
Commission report: What do test
scores in Texas tell us? It is an excel-
lent report. I will have excerpts of it
printed in the RECORD. But I hope those
who are interested in this issue, trying
to make up your minds over the period
of these last 10 days, will have a good
opportunity to examine that report.

Let me just mention a few of the
highlights of the report. First of all,
the study was released, as I mentioned,
on October 24. It raises serious ques-
tions about the validity of gains in
Texas math and reading stores. The
study compares the results of the
Texas Assessment of Academic Skills,
the test taken by Texas students, with
the results achieved by those same stu-
dents on the National Assessment of
Education Progress tests. There were
large discrepancies between the results
of the Texas TAAS test and the na-
tional NAEP test. The student gains on
the TAAS, the Texas test, are far
greater than what has been found with
the same group of students on the
NAEP or other standardized national
tests.

Do we understand what we are say-
ing? Significant improvement on the
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